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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Both claims have part (f) which indicates for Set 
Zero Balance, which sets the active account balance to zero. This claim language is 
not clear as to why the account balance needs to be set to zero. 

Also, claims 1 and 4 state, "establishing control." This is vague as to what is 
meant to establish control. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schrader 
(US Pat. No. 5,903,881) in view of Lee (WO 01/39057), and in further view of Suzuki 
(US Pub. No. 2002/0130176). 

Regarding claim 1: 
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Schrader teaches a method for establishing control over financial transactions, the 
method comprising the steps of: establishing a transaction supporting banking account, 
a credit limit, and an active account portion of the banking account wherein, 
transactions are limited to the active account portion through valid requests, wherein 
each transaction includes, presenting screen options to the user including: Card 
Balance Inquiry, Credit Line Limit Inquiry, Transfer Amount, Transaction History, 
Account History, and Set Zero Balance; and selecting one of the options through at 
least one of a touch sense screen and a keypad; (see figure 15, column 6 lines 1-65) 
wherein, 

a) for Card Balance Inquiry, displaying a balance in the active account; (see column 6, 
lines 33-37) 

c) for Transfer Amount, displaying possible amount choices; (see column 6, lines 39-65) 

d) for Transaction History, displaying a list of card transaction amounts with 
corresponding dates and times of execution; (see column 6, lines 39-65) 

e) for Account History, displaying a list of credit transfers into the active account with 
corresponding dates and times of execution, (see column 6, lines 39-65) and 

f) for Set Zero Balance, setting the active account balance to zero and displaying that 
the active account balance is zero, (see column 6, lines 39-65 - one can transfer funds 
which will set the active account balance to zero and display a zero balance). 
Suzuki, not Schrader, teaches validating a user credit card prior to the transaction; (see 
claim 1 and claim 3 of Suzuki) 
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However, Lee, not Schrader, teaches that for a Credit Line Limit Inquiry, displaying a 
credit limit and a balance in the active account; (see page 7, lines 11-17), and a system 
for credit card transactions (see summary of invention). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Schrader with Lee and Suzuki. Motivation to modify exists because using an 
integrated system for a credit card allows for greater customer knowledge on how to 
manage their own accounts. Also, motivation to modify exists because validating a 
transaction helps to reduce fraud. 

3. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schrader 
in view of Lee, in further view of Suzuki, and in further view of Official Notice. 
Regarding claim 2: 

Official notice is given that when a transfer amount exceeds a credit limit, a notice is 
provided to a user for insufficient funds, and when funds are available, the user is 
notified of a transfer of funds. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to further modify Schrader with Official Notice. Motivation to modify exists because a 
user is made aware of how much monetary value exists in their account. 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schrader 
in view of Lee, in further view of Suzuki, and in further view of Official Notice, and in 
further view of Michener (US Pub. No. 2002/0198848). 

Regarding claim 3: 
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Michener, not Schrader, teaches that for the method of claim 2 further comprises the 
step of verification by the user prior to transfer of an accepted amount, (see claim 1 of 
Michener) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to further modify Schrader with Michener. Motivation to modify exists because 
verification prior to transfer helps to reduce fraud. 

5. Claims rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schrader 
(US Pat. No. 5,903,881) in view of Lee (WO 01/39057), and in further view of Suzuki 
(US Pub. No. 2002/0130176) in further view of Wu (US Pub. No. 2003/0046231). 
Regarding claim 4: 

Schrader teaches a method for establishing control over financial transactions, the 
method comprising the steps of: establishing a transaction supporting banking account, 
a credit limit, and an active account portion of the banking account wherein, 
transactions are limited to the active account portion through valid requests, wherein 
each transaction includes, presenting screen options to the user including: Card 
Balance Inquiry, Credit Line Limit Inquiry, Transfer Amount, Transaction History, 
Account History, and Set Zero Balance; and selecting one of the options through at 
least one of a touch sense screen and a keypad; (see figure 15, column 6 lines 1-65) 
wherein, 

a) for Card Balance Inquiry, displaying a balance in the active account; (see column 6, 
lines 33-37) 

c) for Transfer Amount, displaying possible amount choices; (see column 6, lines 39-65) 
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d) for Transaction History, displaying a list of card transaction amounts with 
corresponding dates and times of execution; (see column 6, lines 39-65) 

e) for Account History, displaying a list of credit transfers into the active account with 
corresponding dates and times of execution, (see column 6, lines 39-65) and 

f) for Set Zero Balance, setting the active account balance to zero and displaying that 
the active account balance is zero, (see column 6, lines 39-65 - one can transfer funds 
which will set the active account balance to zero and display a zero balance). 

Wu, not Schrader, teaches the use of audio to provide the above mentioned information 
to a user, (see ^23-24) 

Suzuki, not Schrader, teaches validating a user credit card prior to the transaction; (see 
claim 1 and claim 3 of Suzuki) 

However, Lee, not Schrader, teaches that for a Credit Line Limit Inquiry, displaying a 
credit limit and a balance in the active account; (see page 7, lines 11-17), and a system 
for credit card transactions (see summary of invention). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Schrader with Wu, Lee and Suzuki. Motivation to modify exists because using 
an integrated system for a credit card allows for greater customer knowledge on how to 
manage their own accounts. Also, motivation to modify exists because validating a 
transaction helps to reduce fraud. Finally, motivation to modify exists because an 
audible system helps those with poor eyesight or other health issues to use the financial 
system. 

6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schrader 
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in view of Lee, in further view of Suzuki, in further view of Wu and in further view of 
Official Notice. 
Regarding claim 5: 

Official notice is given that when a transfer amount exceeds a credit limit, a notice is 
provided to a user for insufficient funds, and when funds are available, the user is 
notified of a transfer of funds. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to further modify Schrader with Official Notice. Motivation to modify exists because a 
user is made aware of how much monetary value exists in their account. 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schrader 
in view of Lee, in further view of Suzuki, and in further view of Official Notice, and in 
further view of Michener (US Pub. No. 2002/0198848). 

Regarding claim 6: 

Michener, not Schrader, teaches that for the method of claim 2 further comprises the 
step of verification by the user prior to transfer of an accepted amount, (see claim 1 of 
Michener) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to further modify Schrader with Michener. Motivation to modify exists because 
verification prior to transfer helps to reduce fraud. 

8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schrader 
in view of Official Notice. 

Regarding claim 7: 
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Official notice is given that insignia's are used to indicate limited use. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to further modify Schrader with Official Notice. Motivation to modify exists because an 
insignia is an efficient method of showing others a certain status associated with the 
attachment of the insignia. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. This includes US Pat. No. 2003/0233318, US Pat. No. 
2002/0099658, and US Pat. No. 2002/0016763. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdul Basit whose telephone number is 571 272-7246. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571 272 6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



